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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed Applicant's Representative's assertion that the Kammerer 
reference did not include a circular spriing fixedly secured to the front structure that biases the seat assembly towards 
the tumbled position. It was agreed that Kammerer did not teach such a structure andit was suggested that 
Independent claims 1 and 8 would be amended to include the limitations of claims 2 and 14. respectively , and that the 
dependency of claim 3 be changed from claim 2 to claim 1. The proposed Examiner's Amendment was agreed upon 
and entered as such. 
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